
Chapter 4.0- Environmental Analysis 4.3 - Transportation/Circvlation 

4.3 Tra nsportation/Circulation 
Information contained in this section is summarized from the Traffic Study for Calexico-SRI I I Mixed Use 

Development in fhe Calexico Area of Imperial County prepared by Darnell and Associates (August 20, 

2008). The traffic study is provided in Technical Appendices - Volume I of II, Appendix B of this EIR. 

In their response to the Notice of Preparation, the Public Utilities Commission expressed concern for 

increased congestion at the intersections of the railroad right-of-way (ROW) with Cole Road, Jasper Road, 

Fawcett Road, and Birch Street. Pedestrian circulation issues at these crossings was also raised. Project- 

related pedestrian traffic across the railroad ROW is not expected to be substantial because there is very 

limited existing and planned residential development west of the ROW from the project site. Any future 

improvement of Cole Road, Jasper Road, Fawcett Road, and Birch Street will have to consider the 

interaction of vehicular traffic with rail operations. 

4.3.1 Existing Conditions 

4.3. 7.7 Methodologies 

A. Level of Service 

Level of Service (LOS) is a professional industry standard by which the operating conditions of a given 

roadway segment or intersection is measured. LOS ranges from A through F, where LOS A represents the 

best operating conditions and LOS F represents the worst operating conditions. LOS A facilities are 

characterized as having free flowing traffic conditions with no restrictions on maneuvering or operating 

speeds: traffic volumes are low and travel speeds are high. LOS F facilities are characterized as having 

forced flow with many stoppages and low operating needs. The roadway segment daily Level of Service 

(LOS) was determined by comparing the average daily traffic (ADT) volumes under all scenarios to the 

capacity of the roadway according to its roadway cross-section and classification. The City of Calexico 

and County of Imperial have different volume to capacity (V/C) ratio criteria. For purposes of the Traffic 

Study, the V/C ratio was utilized to calculate the LOS for the segments located in the City of Calexico and 

the ADTs were utilized for the segments located in the County of Imperial's jurisdiction. Where roads are in 

the City of Calexico, the City thresholds were used. Where roads are in the County, the County thresholds 

were used. 

Synchro, version 6, was utilized to analyze the morning and afternoon peak hour conditions of the 

intersections in the project vicinity. The signalized intersection methodology defines LOS based on delay 

using variables such as lane configuration, traffic volumes, and signal timings. The unsignalized intersection 

methodology defines LOS based on the actual/projected longest delay experienced by any single 

movement. The measurement of effectiveness utilized in the traffic study is the average intersection delay, 

not the total intersection delay. It should be noted that the Synchro software is based on the 2000 Highway 

Capacity Manual (HCM). 
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B. Intersection Lane Vehicle Methodology 

To comply with Caltrans' guidelines, the signalized intersections along state routes were also analyzed using 

the Intersecting Lane Vehicle (I1V) methodology. The I1V method determines the operating condition of 

an intersection based upon the number of intersecting vehicles that enter the intersection per lane during 

the hour (ILV/hr). Where less than 1200 ILV/hr represents stable flow, 1200 to 1500 ILV/hr represents unstable 

flow with considerable delays possible, and 1500 ILV/hr represents capacity, or stop-and-go operation with 

severe delay and heavy operation. 

C. Scenarios Studied 

The traffic scenarios analyzed in the traffic study are identified as follows: 

Existinn Conditions refers to that condition which exists on the ground today (Year 2006), including existing 

traffic counts and existing lane configurations at intersections and on roadway segments. 

Existina Plus Proiect (Casinol Conditions refers to that condition which includes the Casino only phase of 

the project traffic added onto existing volumes. 

Existinn Plus Proiect (Casino+Phasel) Conditions refers to that conditions which includes the Casino and 

Phase 1 of the project traffic added onto existing volumes. 

Year 2015 Conditions refers to that condition which will exist in the year 2015, including proposed 

improvements to the local intersections and roadway segments and a portion of development generated 

by other projects within the study area. 

Year 2015 Plus Proiect (Casinol Conditions refers to that condition which includes the Casino only phase of 

project traffic added onto the Year 2015 forecasted traffic volumes. 

Year 2015 Plus Total Proiect Conditions refers to that conditions which includes the total project traffic 

added onto the Year 2015 forecasted traffic volumes. 

Year 2035 Conditions refers to that condition which will exist in the year 2035 along the Jasper Corridor, 

including proposed improvements to the intersections and roadway segments. 

Year 2035 Plus Proiect Conditions refers to that condition which includes the total project traffic added 

onto the Year 2035 forecasted traffic volumes. 

4.3. 7.2 Exisfing Circulation Nefwork 

A. Roadway Segments 

The key roadway segments in the vicinity of the project site that may be impacted by the proposed project 

include the following: 

State Route III (SR-III) is a north/south four-lane circulation element roadway. North of Cole Road, SR- 

1 i 1 is a four lane divided roadway with limited access. The posted speed limit is 55 miles per hour (mph). 

The current cross-section is equivalent to that of an expressway. South of Cole Road, it is a four-lane 

roadway with a posted speed limit of 55 mph. The current cross-section is equivalent to that of a Highway, 
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capacity of 56,300 ADT at LOS E. State Route 111 is ultimately classified as an Expressway Road reauirina 

two hundred ten (210) feet of ri~ht-of-wav. 

Meadows Road is a north/south circulation element roadway. Currently, Meadows Road is an unimproved 

dirt road from Abatti Road to Cole Road. Between Cole Road and State Route 98, Meadows Road is 

currently constructed as a four-lane divided roadway. The current cross-section of this segment of 

Meadows Road is equivalent to that of a Primary Road with a capacity of 37,500 ADT at LOS E per the City 

of Calexico classifications. Per the County of Imperial Circulation Element, Meadows Road from Abatti 

Road to Fawcett Road has the ultimate classification of a Major Collector, reavirina eighty-four (84) feet of 

ri~ht-of-way with a capacity of 34.200 ADT at LOS E. 

Bowker Road is a north/south two lane undivided circulation element roadway. No bike lanes or bus stops 

are provided and curbside parking is prohibited. The posted speed limit is 55 mph. The current cross 

section for the segments north of Jasper Road is equivalent to that of a Collector, capacity of 16,200 ADT 

at LOS E. South of Jasper Road, the cross section is equivalent to that of a Secondary Road, Capacity of 

17,500 at LOS E. In the County of Imperial Circulation Element, Bowker Road from Interstate 8 to State 

Route 98 has an ultimate classification of a D·'mP "'-tn~'~Exr>resswav Road with a capacity of 57.000 ADT at 

LOS E. Bowker Road is classified as an Expressway Road requiring two hundred ten 1210) feet of ri~ht-of- 

way, bein~ one hundred five (105) feet. The southern section from Second Street to north of Jasper Road 

within the City of Calexico Sphere of influence has a width from 100-126 feet. 

Heber Road is an east/west two lane undivided circulation element roadway. No bike lanes or bus stops 

are provided, and there is no parking. The posted speed limit is 55 mph. The current cross section is 

equivalent to that of a Collector, capacity of 16,200 ADT at LOS E. In the County of Imperial Circulation 

Element, Heber Road has an ultimate classification of a Prime Arterial reauirina one hundred thirty six (1361 

feet of right-of-way, being sixty-eight (68) feet from existing road centerline from SR-111 to Anderholt Road, 

with a capacity of 57,000 ADI at LOS E. 

Jasper Road is an east/west two lane undivided circulation element roadway. No bike lanes or bus stops 

are provided, and there is no parking. The posted speed limit is 55 mph. The current cross section is 

equivalent to that of a Secondary, capacity of 17,500 ADT at LOS E. In the County of Imperial Circulation 

Element, Jasper Road has an ultimate classification of an Expressway. 

Stafe Route 98 (SR-08) is classified as a State Highway on the Imperial County Circulation Element. Within 

the City of Calexico city limits, SR-98 is an east-west facility, which currently provides two lanes of travel in 

each direction west of Meadows Road and one lane of travel in each direction east of Meadows Road. 

The posted speed limit is 45 mph between Rockwood Avenue and Bowker Road, and 65 mph between 

Bowker Road and Barbara Worth Road. There are no bike lanes or bus stops provided and curbside 

parking is prohibited. The current cross section of SR-98 between SR-I11 and Meadows Road is equivalent 

to that of a Primary Road, capacity of 37,500 ADT at LOS E per the City of Calexico classifications. The 

current cross section of SR-98 east of Meadows Road is equivalent to that of a Collector, capacity of 17,500 

ADT at LOS E per the City of Calexico classifications. 

; ··; -- 
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Figure 4.3-1 depicts the existing circulation conditions for the vicinity of the project site. 

Roadway Seaments Traffic Counts 

Traffic counts along SR-I11 were obtained from Caltrans from their 2005 counts. The remaining counts were 

collected in October 2005 by Darnell and Associates. It should be noted that new counts were collected 

at spot locations along Jasper Road east/west of SR-I11 and at the intersection of Jasper Road/SR-l 11, as 

well as at Heber Road/SR-l 11. New counts (Year 2008) reflected lower traffic volumes than those collected 

in 2005. As such, this report analyzes the older count data since it is higher and represents worst case traffic 

conditions. Figure 4.3-2 depicts the existing daily traffic volumes used in the Traffic Study. Count summaries 

are included in Appendix A of the Traffic Study (Appendix B of this EIR). 

Existina Level of Service Conditions 

Daily Roadway Segments 

The existing roadway segment daily LOS are summarized in Table 4.3-1. As shown in Table 4.3-1, the 

following daily roadway segments report deficiencies: 

· Dogwood Road: north of Interstate 8 (LOS E); 

· SR-1 1 i. south of SR-98 (LOS D); and, 

· Cole Road: Enterprise to SR-111 (LOS E). 

B. Intersections 

The scope of analysis for intersections in the traffic study was based on traffic dispersed to the interstate 

arterials. No numerical threshold was used. The key intersections in the vicinity of the project that may be 

impacted by the proposed project include the following: 

· 1-8 Westbound Ramp/Dogwood Road (two-way stop) 

· 1-8 Eastbound Ramp/Dogwood Road (two-way stop) 

· 1-8 Westbound Ramp/Bowker Road (two-way stop) 

· 1-8 Eastbound RamplBowker Road (two-way stop) 

· Dogwood Road/Chick/Dannenberg (signai) 

· Dogwood Road/McCabe Road North ttwo-way stop) 

· Dogwood Road/McCabe Road South tall-way stop) 

· McCabe Road/Bowker Road ttwo-way stop) 

· Dogwood Road/A~·1·t~i~LCorelI (two-way stop) 

· Dogwood Road/Heber Road tall-way stop) 

· SR-111/Heber Road (signai) 

· Heber Road/Yourman Road (two-way stop) 

· Heber Road/Bowker Road (two-way stop) 

· Dogwood Road/Willoughby Road (two-way stop) 

· Jasper Road/Fitter Road (two-way stop) 

· Jasper Road/Scaroni Avenue tall-way stop) 

· Jasper Road/SR-l 11 (signal) 

- 
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TABLE 4.3-1 

Existing Roadway Segment Level of Service 

Road: 

north of 1-8 16.200 14,648 0.904 E 

1-8 to McCabe 16,200 10,864 0.671 B 

McCabe to SR-86 16.200 10,126 0.625 B 

SR-86to 16,200 7,600 0.469 A 

to Cole 16,200 6,820 0.421 A 

Cole to SR-98 16,200 5,230 0.328 A 

SR-II1: 

north of 1-8 56,300 16.800 0.298 A 

1-8 to McCabe 56,300 38,000 0.675 B 

McCabe to Heber 56,300 34,400 0.611 B 

Heber to 56,300 36.500 0.648 B 

to Cole 56,300 36.500 0.648 B 

Cole to SR-98 56.300 34,400 0.611 B 

South of SR-98 60,000 51,400 0.857 D 

Bowker Road: 

1-8 to McCabe 16,200 1,007 0.062 A 

McCabe to Heber 16,200 937 0.058 A 

Heber to 16,200 906 0.056 A 

to Cole 16.200 962 0.059 A 

Cole to SR-98 17.500 515 0.029 A 

South of SR-98 17,500 103 0.006 A 

Meadows Road: 

Cole to SR-98 17,500 10,094 0.577 A 

South of SR-98 17.500 6.283 0.359 A 

SR-B6/HeberRoad: 

Fitter to SR-I 1 1 16,200 5,400 0.333 C 

SR-III to Yourman 16,200 2,467 0.152 B 

Yourman to Meadows 16,200 1,527 0.094 A 

Meadows to Bowker 16,200 1.527 0.094 A 

Road: 

Scaroni to SR-I 1 1 17.500 936 0.053 A 

SR-III to Yourman 17.500 412 0.024 A 

Yourman to Meadows 17.500 412 0.024 A 

Meadows to Bowker 17,500 375 0.021 A 

Cole Road: 

En to SR-I 11 17.500 15.965 0.912 E 

SR-III to Yourman 37,500 21.224 0.566 A 

Yourman to Meadows 37,500 10,197 0.272 A 

Meadows to Bowker 37,500 7,509 0.200 A 

State Route 98: 

Kloke to SR-III 37,500 26.000 0.693 B 

SR-III to Pockwood 37,500 27,000 0.720 C 

Pockwood to Andrade 37,500 25,900 0.691 B 

Andrade to Bowker 17,500 9.900 0.566 A 

Note: LOS=level of service: ADT=Average daily traffic; V/C = volume to capacity ratio; number rounding may occur in 
spreadsheet background Source: Darnell and Associates. 2008. 

: - ;;; · ;;- · ;;;-- 
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· Jasper Road/Yourman ttwo-way stop) 

· Jasper Road/Meadows Road (two-way stop) 

· Jasper Road/Bowker Road (two-way stop) 

· Dogwood Road/Cole Road (two-way stop) 

· Cole Road/Scaroni Avenue (two-way stop) 

· SR-111/Cole Road (signal) 

· Cole Road/Yourman (signal) 

· Cole Road/Meadows Road (signal) 

· Cole Road/Bowker Road tall-way stop) 

· SR-98/Cole Road (signal) 

· SR-98/Dogwood Road (signal) 

· SR-98/SR-I it (signal) 

· SR-98/Rockwood Avenue (signal) 

· SR-P8/Meadows Road (signal) 

· SR-98/Bowker Road (two-way stop) 

Figures 4.3-3 and 4.3-4 depict the existing intersection conditions north and south, respectively, of the 

project site. 

Intersection Traffic Counts 

The scope of the analysis for the intersection traffic counts in the traffic study was based on traffic dispersed 

to the interstate arterials and no numerical threshold was used. The northern study area terminates at 1-8. 

The southern study area ends at SR-98. The eastern boundary was established at Bowker Road. The 

western boundary was established at Dogwood Road. The SR-111/SR-98 intersection was counted in June 

2006, and the Cole Road/Meadows Road and SR-98/Meadows Road intersection were counted in May 

2006 by Darnell and Associates. All remaining intersections turn counts were collected in October 2005 by 

Darnell and Associates. As described above, new count data (Year 2008) reflected lower volumes than 

2005-06 data and the higher traffic volumes were utilized to represent worst-case traffic conditions. Figure 

4.3-5 shows the intersection volumes for the northern study area, and Figure 4.3-6 depicts the intersection 

volumes for the southern study area. Count summaries are included in the Traffic Study (Appendix B of this 

EIR). 

Existing Level of Service Conditions 

The level of service analysis at intersections is summarized in Table 4.3-2. The following intersections report 

existing deficiencies: 

· 1-8 Westbound/Dogwood (LOS Fl 

· 1-8 Eastbound/Dogwood tLOS E) 

· Dogwood Road/Heber Road (LOS D) 

· Cole Road/Scaroni Avenue tLOS Fl 

· SR-I11/Cole Road (LOS D) 

· SR-P8/SR-I11 JLOS D) 
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TABLE 4.3-2 

Existing Conditions Intersection Operation 

1-8 Westbovnd/Dogwood /TWSC) I WE 19.5 1 C 130.3 F 

1-8 Eastbound/Doawood (TWSC EB 20.7 C 43.6 E 

1-8 Westbound/Bowker (TWSC) I WE 9.5 A 9.7 A 

1-8 Eastbound/Bowker ITWSC EB 9.1 A 9.1 A 

/Chick (Signal) I Int. 3.5 A 6.9 A 

/McCabe North /TWSC WE 10.7 B 13.7 B 

EB 8.2 A 9.5 A 

Dogwood/McCabe South (AWSC) NE 11.0 B 12.1 B 
SE 8.7 A 13.5 B 

NE 9.4 A 9.2 A 
McCabe/Bowker (TWSC) 

SE 9.3 A 9.4 A 

EB 14.5 B 12.7 B 
Dogwood/Al~c~tt~i-~~(TWSC) 

WE 11.6 B 11.0 B 

EB 33.4 D 18.1 C 

WE 25.3 D 13.3 B 
Dogwood/Heber (AWSC) 

NE 34.8 D 14.2 B 

SE 22.8 C 19.6 C 

SR-111/Heber (Signal) I Int. 12.9 B 26.9 C 

NE 9.9 A 1 10.3 B 
Heber/Yourman (TWSC) 

SE 9.3 A 10.1 B 

NE 3.8 A 10.1 B 
Heber/Bowker (TWSC) 

SE 9.6 A 10.1 B 

EB 18.0 C 15.4 C 
Dogwood/Willoughby (IWSC) 

WE 16.8 C 12.0 B 

JasDer/Pitzer (TWSC SE 9.0 I A 8.8 A 

EB 7.3 A 7.2 A 

WE 7.4 A 7.6 A 
Jasper/Scaroni (AWSC) 

NE 7.4 A 7.3 A 

SE 7.3 A 7.4 A 

Jasper/SR-l 11 ISignal) I Int. 14.0 B 20.1 C 

NE 10.3 B 11.0 B 
Jasper/Yovrman (TWSC) 

SE 9.5 A 10.4 B 

NE 8.8 A 8.8 A 
Jasper/Meadows (TWSC) 

SE 8.8 A 8.9 A 

EB 9.9 A 9.8 A 
Jasper/Bowker (TWSC) 

WE 10.1 B 10.3 B 

EB 12.1 B 13.2 B 
Dogwood/Cole (TWSC) 

WE 9.8 A 10.7 B 

NE 22.5 C 121.1 F 
Cole/Scaroni (IWSC) 

SE 114.1 F 343.8 F 

SR-I i 1/Cole (SiRnal) I Int. 38.2 D 42.9 D 

Cole/Yovrman (Sizlnal) I Int. 33.2 C 32.5 C 

Cole/Meadows (Sianal) I Int. 24.4 C 14.7 B 
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TABLE 4.3-2 

Existing Conditions Intersection Operation (cont'd.) 

EB 7.7 A 8.1 A 

WE 9.2 A I 9.1 A 
Cole/Bowker (AWSC) 

NE 8.3 A 8.1 A 

SE 8.1 A 8.2 A 

SR-98/Cole (TWSC) I SE 6.7 B 7.3 A 

SR-98/Dogwood (Si~nal) I Int. 6.7 A 9.7 A 

SR-98/SR-111 ISisnal) I Int. 32.0 C 38.6 D 

SR-98/Rockwood ISianal) I Int. 11.5 B 17.6 B 

SR-98/Meadows /Sianal) I Int. 26.7 C 17.2 B 

NE 11.6 8 12.2 B 
SR-98/8owker (TWSC) 

SE 10.6 B 11.5 B 

Note: Delay is measured in seconds per vehicle; LOS=level of service: AWSC=all way stop; TWSC=two way stop; 
Int.=intersection; NB=northbound; SB=southbound: EB=Eastbovnd: WB=Westbovnd; Delay and LOS calculated using 
SYNCHRO (with HCS value) 

Source: Darnell and Associates, 2008. 

Per Caltrans requirements, ILV analysis was also performed for the signalized intersections along SR-111. 

Table 4.3-3 summarizes the ILV analysis. Under the existing conditions all intersections operate at stable flow 

conditions or better. The Traffic Study (Appendix B of this EIR) contains the analysis worksheets for the 

existing level of service conditions. 

TABLE 4.3-3 

Summary of Existing Intersection Operations 
Caltrans Intersecting Lane Volumes (ILV) 

'SR-111/Heber 870 1305 

SR-111/Jasper 1 748 1092 

SR-111/Cole 1078 1 1363 

SR-lll/SR-98 1105 1134 

SR-98/Cole 330 1 451 

SR-98/Doawood 1 480 840 

SR-B8/Rockwood 628 743 

SR-98/Meadows/Andrade 936 550 

Note: ILV=lntersecting Lane Volumes (CalTrans Methodology): ILV Value = less than 1200 (Free Flow): ILV Valve = 
1200-1500 (Acceptable Flow); ILV Value = exceeds 1500 (Deficient Flow) 

Source. Darnell and Associates. 2008. 

; · ~-·: ;-··;-- · - ·-; 
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4.3. 7.3 Transit Service 

Imperial Valley Transit (IVT) provides public transit services for Imperial County. The IVT has approximately 

15 fixed routes (primary service routes include Brawly, Imperial, El Centro, Heber, and Calexico), Monday 

through Friday (hoiidays excluded) from 5:45 AM to 11 PM. The closest stop to the project site is located at 

the intersection of Cole Road and SR-111 approximately 0.5 miles from the site. In addition, there is an 

existin~ transit route between the City of Calexico and the Imperial Valley Mall on Saturdays. 

4.3. 7.4 Bicycle Facilities 

In September 2003, the City of Calexico adopted a Bicycle Master Plan. This Bicycle Master Plan proposed 

locations for a system of bicycle routes, bicycle facilities, and road improvements. With this document, the 

City of Calexico aims to connect existing and developing residential areas to commercial, industrial, and 

recreational areas, as well as to the County of Imperial's planned bicycle paths. 

4.3. 7.5 Regulatory Setting 

A. Congestion Management Program Compliance 

The purpose of the state-mandated Congestion Management Plan (CMP) is to monitor roadway 

congestion and assess the overall performance of the region's transportation system. Based upon this 

assessment, the CMP contains specific strategies and improvements to reduce traffic congestion and 

improve the performance of a multi-modal transportation system. Examples of strategies include increased 

emphasis on public transportation and rideshare programs, mitigating the impacts of new development, 

and better coordinating land use and transportation planning decisions. 

Based on the approval of Proposition ill in 1990, regulations require the preparation, implementation, and 

annual updating of a CMP in each of California's urbanized counties. One required element of the CMP is 

a process to evaluate the transportation and traffic impacts of large projects on the regional transportation 

system. That process is undertaken by local agencies, project applicants, and traffic consultants through a 

transportation impact report usually conducted as part of the CEQA project review process. Authority for 

local land use decisions including project approvals and any required mitigation remains the responsibility 

of local jurisdictions. 

The criteria for which a project is subject to the regulations as set forth in the CMP are determined by the 

trip generation potential for the project. Currently, the ADT threshold is 2,400 vehicles or 200 peak hour 

trips. The proposed project would generate approximately 75,308 new total daily trips and is therefore 

subject to CMP guidelines for traffic impact studies. 

8. Destination 2030: 2004 Regional Transportation Plan 

Destination 2030 is Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG's) Regional Transportation Plan 

IRTP) for its member counties. The RTP focuses on improving the balance between land use and current 

as well as future transportation systems. SCAG develops, maintains and updates the RTP on a three-year 

cycle. There are no public transit services currently within or on the perimeter of the project area. 

However, the RTP considers SR-111 from the Mexican border to 1-8 a major transportation corridor. The 
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2004 RTP proposes that the segment of SR-111 from SR-98 to 1-8 be upgraded to four lanes by a 

completion date of 2012. 

C. Imperial County General Plan Circulation Element 

The Imperial County General Plan Circulation Element provides information about the transportation 

needs of the county and states objectives and policies to meet those needs. The General Plan 

Circulation Element also states acceptable LOS for the County of Imperial. Currently, Imperial County 

deems LOS C or higher the acceptable LOS for intersections and roadway sections. The following 

policies from the General Plan Circulation Element pertain to the proposed project: 

Objective IV.B.1: The goal of the Circulation and Scenic Highway Plan is to provide a network of 

roadways throughout the County, which is the foundation of the transportation system. 

The street system is used for vehicular, bicycle, transit, pedestrian, and freight 

movement. Thus, it is essential to define a hierarchical system in which each roadway 

functions in a manner consistent with its intended use. 

Policy IV.B.l.d: Level of Service Standards 

The County's goal for an acceptable traffic service standard during AM and PM peak 

periods shall be LOS C for all arterial and street links and LOS C for all intersections. 

These service values are defined in the 1985 edition of the Highway Capacity Manual 

or any subsequent edition thereof. This policy shall acknowledge that the 

aforementioned level of service standards may not be obtainable on some existing 

facilities where abutting development precludes acquisition of right-of-way needed 

for changes in facility classification. 

In order to achieve the level of service goals in the previous policy, the County shall 

develop and institute a long-range funding program in which new land 

development shall bear the major burden of the associated costs and 

improvement requirements. 

Objective IV.B.5: The ultimate circulation system is not in place at this time, nor is it necessary for it to be 

fully completed until the County and regional growth warrants it. In general, the road 

network will be constructed in phases consistent with the needs of the community. This 

section incorporates policies which will encourage the orderly development and 

funding of the street system. It is expected that the construction will be funded through 

a combination of developer contributions and fees, County funds such as gasoline 

tax, and state and federal subventions. 

Policy IV:B.S.b: Policies 

The County shall impose appropriate pro-rated fees for construction of roadway 

facilities and associated landscaping to ensure that all new development 
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contributes to the completion of the circulation system. In addition to pre-permit 

collection, such fees may be imposed through creation of assessment districts. 

· The County shall: 

a. Require development to provide collector and local street improvements 

according to standards of the County Public Works Department. 

b. Require development to dedicate necessary right-of-way when subdivision or 

development of property adjacent of straddling Circulation and Scenic 

Highway Plan streets is proposed. 

c. Require development to provide all necessary grading, installation of curbs, 

gutters, sidewalks, and parkway tree planting, unless these improvements are 

provided through other means. 

d. Require development to provide half-width street improvements plus 12-feet 

beyond centerline in accordance with County Standards. 

· If the location and traffic generation of a proposed development will result in 

congestion on major streets or failure to meet LOS C at peak hour periods, or if it 

creates safety hazards, the proposed development shall be required to make 

necessary off-site improvements. Such improvements may be eligible for 

reimbursement from collected impact fees. In some cases, the development may 

have to wait until financing for required off-site improvements is available. In other 

cases, where development would result in unavoidable impacts, appropriate 

findings of overriding consideration would be required to allow temporary 
undesirable levels of service. 

D. City of Calexico General Plan 

The City of Calexico General Plan defines traffic congestion using the same LOS system described above. 

The minimum LOS deemed acceptable by the City of Calexico is LOS C. l-lowever, the city will accept LOS 

D for segments of the roadway, as long as the intersections on the segment operate at LOS C or better. 

Policies in the Circulation Element section of the General Plan that pertain to this project include the 

following: 

Objective 1: Land use should be planned in conjunction with the circulation so that is does not 

overburden the City's existing and/or planned circulation system. 

Policy l.a: The City shall establish Level of Service "C" as the minimum acceptable Level of 

Service. No development project shall be approved that will increase traffic on a 

planned or existing City street above the street's existing design capacity at Level of 

Service "C" without adequate mitigation. 

- ;;;- -;;; · · 
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Policy l.e: Commercial, civic uses, schools, and services should be located near enough to- 

residential areas to allow for and encourage pedestrian access. 

Objective 6: Pedestrian facilities shall be developed throughout the City to encourage walking as 

an alternative to the automobile. 

Policy 6.a: All urban standard streets should have improved sidewalks on both sides of the road. 

Objective 7: Develop a well-designed bicycle network throughout the City that provides for safe 

and efficient means of transportation and recreation. 

Policy 7.b: Encourage cycling by planning accordingly and incorporating bike racks when 

developing new schools, parks, residential communities, and retail/employment 

centers. 

Objective 9. The financing of expansion to the City circulation system made necessary by 

development shall be borne by proposal applicants, while the maintenance and 

improvement of the existing street system shall be borne by the City and its residents. 

Policy 9.b: The City shall adopt and implement appropriate fee ordinances, resolutions, financing 

districts or other mechanisms that require development proposal applicants to build 

and/or to pay appropriate "fair share" fees for the improvement of the City circulation 

system. The City shall also require applicants to include their development projects in 

financing mechanisms created to address maintenance of circulation system facilities. 

Objective 10: To create streets, highways, and trails that adds to the positive experience of Calexico 

by drivers, pedestrians, and cyclists. 

Policy 10.d: To enhance impressions of Calexico at places that serve as entry points, or 

"gateways," to the City (e.g., international border, SR-111 and Jasper Road, SR 98 at 

Dogwood Road), landscaping and City identification monument signs should be 

developed at key locations. 

4.3.2 Impact Thresholds 
For purposes of this EIR, a significant Transportaiion/Circvlation impact would occur if implementation of 

the proposed project would: 

· Cause an incrt~ase in traffic which is substantial in r~lation to the existing traffic load and capacity 

of the street system (i.e., r~sult in a substantial incr~ase in either the number of vehicle trips, the 

volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections); 

· Exceed, either individually or cumulatively a level of service standard established by the county 

congestion management agency for designaf~d roads or highways: 
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· Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including with an increase in traffic levels or a change in 

location that results in substantial safety risks: 

· Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous 

intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment); 

· Result in inadequate emergency access; andlor, 

· Result in inadequate parking capacity: andlor, 

· Conflict Miith adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus 

turnouts, bicycle racks). 

To determine the significance of a LOS, the following significance thresholds were used, which are 

dependent upon whether the.roadway segment or intersection is located within the jurisdiction of the City 

of Calexico or the County of Imperial: 

4.3.2. 7 Rocrdwcry Segment 

A. City of Calexico 

Based on the City of Calexico criteria, if the project worsens the street segment LOS from LOS C or better to 

LOS D or worse, the project is considered to be significant. The only exception is if the street segment is 

operating at LOS D with the project traffic added and all of the intersections along the street segment 

operate at LOS D or better during peak periods, then the project is not considered to be significant. If the 

street segment LOS worsens from LOS D to LOS E or F, the impact is considered significant and direct. If the 

street segment LOS is already LOS E or LOS F without project traffic, the impact is considered to be 

cumulative. 

B. County of Imperial 

The County of Imperial requires that ail roadways operate at LOS C or better. If the LOS drops below LOS C, 

impacts are significant and mitigation by the project is required on a fair-share basis. 

4.3.2.2 Infersections 

A. City of Calexico 

Based on the City of Calexico criteria, if the project traffic worsens the level of service at the study 

intersection from LOS C or better to LOS D or worse, the impact is considered to be significant. If the 

intersection LOS is already LOS D or worse and the project does not degrade the LOS, the impact is 

considered to be cumulative. If the project does degrade the LOS, the impact is considered a direct 

impact. 

B. County of Imperial 

The County of Imperial requires that all intersections operate at a LOS C or better. If the LOS drops below 

LOS C, impacts are significant and mitigation by the project is required on a fair-share basis. 
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4.3.3 impact Analysis 
The proposed project is a primarily commercial highway development with a casino facility component. 

The project would be constructed in five phases. For purposes of the traffic analysis, the phases were 

assumed to be: 

Casino Phase includes a 93,880 square foot gaming facility and internal related assembly space, retail and 

restaurant services, as well as a 200-room hotel. 

Phase 1 includes the near term development of approximately 356,000 square feet of retail space (not part 

of the casino facility), and approximately 100,000 square feet of quality restaurant use (not part of the 

casino facility). 

Total Project (All Phases) includes the development of the entire project, which is the following: 

· Casino - 93,880 square feet 

· Casino Hotel - 200 rooms 

· Hotel - 200 rooms 

· Retail - 41 1,000 square feet 

· Restaurant with Drive Through - 10,000 square feet 

· Quality Restaurant - 100,000 square feet 

· Office - 395,000 square feet 

· Office Tech - 340,000 square feet 

4.3.3. 7 Project Trip Genercrtion 
Trip generation potential for the project are based on daily and peak hour trip generation rates obtained 

from the /Not SoJ Brief Guide of Traffic Generation for the San Diego Region published by the San Diego 

Association of Governments (SANDAG) in April 2002. Utilizing the SANDAG rates and the characteristics of 

the proposed project, estimates of daily and peak hour traffic volumes generated by the project can be 

calculated. As described below, the trip generations were identified for the three phases of the project: 

Casino Phase, Phase i, and Total Project (All Phases). 

A. Casino Phase 

Currently, SANDAG does not identify a specific trip generation rate for a casino use. Therefore, as 

discussed in the Traffic Impact Study, the trip generation rate was determined based on the rate that is 

being used for other casino projects traffic studies throughout California. For the purposes of determining 

the trip generation, the casino ancillary uses are considered part of the 100 trips per 1,000 square feet of 

gaming space. The hotel was added as a separate land use at eight trips per room. As such, the Casino 

Phase will generate approximately 10,988 ADT. Table 4.3-4 summarizes the trip generation rates and 

volumes for the Casino Phase. 
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TABLE 4.3-4 

Trip Generation Summary - Casino Phase 

:~'~·;·~:~'~"'~rs:·i;·~·~-~·-~s~-~-~-~-~-~~·-~:~·~·~i~~'""i"~'·~li ~~~i~n~Rat~~ ~'B 
::~::::i-::~: 

.ai::l:iB~~~: AM~PeakHoU~- 

~~:QUt ,rPhPe ~D ~4~ I~baa n~ PM PeQkrH~~ 

~;a~~~" 

Casino I Casino 1 100 1 1 1 90 1 10 1 6.77 3.95 2.82 

Phase Hotel (Casino) 1 8 1 5 1 60 1 40 1 7 40 60 

-;;:-~-- a~,~-~~·~'~··~:~rrig~ne~tion Q~lcvlafibW~- g~~:6:~·n~_~:-.,~~~_E·: -··~.~:··---. 1·;*--.;~--- ::.::_ 
ai;::;~cx.,s=~~~i~~j~ a~iiR~-= 

=In ·:-i- 

Casino 93.88 KSF 9,388 94 84 9 636 371 265 
Casino 

Hotel 200 Rooms 1,600 80 48 32 112 45 67 
Phase 

PHASE TOTAL 10,988 174 132 41 748 416 332 

TOTALS CASINO PHASE 10,988 174 132 41 748 413 332 

Notes: KSF = Thousond Sqvore Feet 

Source: Damellg Associotes. Inc.. 2008 
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B. Phase 1 

The development of Phase 1 of the project would generate approximately 38,880 ADT. When added with 

the Casino Phase, the Casino and Phase 1 would generate approximately 49,468ADT. Table 4.3-5 

summarizes the trip generation rates and volumes for the Phase 1 and Casino Phase. 

C. Total Project (All Phases) 

As summarized in Table 4.3-6, the total project tall phases) will generate approximately 75,308 ADT. 

D. Net New Project Trips 

Since the proposed project is a mixed-use development project, a portion of the traffic generated by the 

project is considered to be pass-by trips. A pass by trip is any trip that is already on the road and stops at 

the development site before continuing on its journey. The pass by reduction eliminates the dovbie- 

counting of vehicles already on the roadway system. Pass by reduction are used only at off-site 

intersections and not at the project driveways. Additionally, a mixed use development has a percentage 

of "internal capture" traffic which is traffic which enters the site and utilizes more than one use (i.e., retail, 

office, restaurant, etc.). The internal capture also eliminates unnecessary double counting of traffic on the 

external street system. 

The resulting "net new" project trips (external trips on the circulation system roadways) are summarized in 

Table 4.3-7. Pass-by/external traffic reductions for each land use are shown in Table 4.3-7. As such, when 

subtracting the pass-by/external traffic, the new total trips that the project will add to the external roadway 

network under project buildout conditions is 59,285 ADT, 3,286 ADT AM peak hour trips and 6,071 ADT PM 
peak hour trips. 

4.3.3.2 Trip DistribufionlTrip Assignmenf 
The trip distribution percentages for the project were based on the local and regional destinations for the 

trip purposes (i.e., the availability of shopping, schools, and employment). The trip distribution percentages 

are depicted in Figure 4.3-7. 

A. Casino Phase 

The traffic generated by the Casino-only (with hotel) phase of the project was assigned to the roadways 

and intersections based on the trip percentages shown in Figure 4.3-7. The project related daily traffic 

volumes for the Casino phase is depicted in Figure 4.3-8. She intersection peak hour volumes for the Casino 

phase are depicted on Figure 4.3-9 for the northern study area and Figure 4.3-10 for the southern study 

area. It should be noted that with the development of the Casino Only phase, the Droiect traffic destined 

for southern destinations will utilize Scaroni Road and Sate Route iii as the Sunset Road extension is not 

reauired with the Casino Phase. 

B. Casino Phase Plus Phase 1 

The project related daily traffic volumes for the Casino phase plus Phase 1 are shown on Figure 4.3-11. The 

intersection peak hour volumes for the Casino phase plus Phase 1 is depicted on Figure 4.3-12 for the 

northern study area and Figure 4.3-13 for the southern study area. 
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TABLE 4.3-5 

Trip G~neration Summary - Casino Phase + Phase 1 

AMI~BWH~O~ 
:tond~ Ph~~ ~- 

Retail 80 4 60 40 10 50 50 
Phase 1 

Restaurant- Qvalitv 1 100 1 1 1 60 1 40 1 8 70 30 

Casino I Casino 1 100 1 1 1 90 1 10 1 6.77 3.95 2.82 

Phase Hotel ICasino) 1 8 1 5 1 60 1 40 1 7 40 60 

~~P ~nesatiB~·Q~IBblati~n~ 
~~~~B--~~M~ P~ak~HOui~~l, ~,~ 

a 

Retail 356 KSF 28,400 1,139 684 456 2,848 1,424 1,424 

Phase 1 Restaurant-Quality 1 100 KSF 10,000 100 60 40 800 560 240 

PHASE TOTAL 34,480 1,239 744 496 3,648 1,984 1,664 

Casino 93.88 KSF 9,388 94 84 9 636 371 265 
Casino 

Hotel 200 Rooms 1,600 80 48 32 112 45 67 
Phase 

PHASE TOTAL 10,988 174 132 41 748 416 332 

TOTALS PHASE I +A 49,468 1,413 876 537 4,396 2,400 1,996 

Notes: KSF = Thousand Square Feet 

Source: Darnellg Associates. Inc.. 2008 

·····- ··- ··;- ···· ·;-·-·-·~;·· · ··-·- -·-··--;-·--····-·- · · ·--·;---····· ···~····;··; ; ··· ·····;;····;;-·;-·····;·;·;;·-~---·----;-;;·-;;----:--- ;····-·-·-······;·;··-· 
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TABLE 4.3-6 

Trip Generation Summary - Total Project 
(All Phases) 

·-·l·_::i 

-.-_W-i'~%·6.i;w ou~i:·;i~s_~s·- ~:Peak :_;~;_~ 
~-- ~~Fc·F;~-l -"i·;; ~lss'~-~~~-'B~ 

Retail 80 4 60 40 10 50 50 

Restaurant w/Drive Thru 650 7 50 50 7 50 50 

Restaurant-Quali 100 60 40 8 70 30 
Total 

Casino 100 90 10 6.77 3.95 2.82 
Project 

Hotel ICasino 8 5 60 40 7 40 60 
(All Phases) 

Hotel 8 5 60 40 7 40 60 

Office 20 14 90 10 13 20 80 

Office Tech 16 12 80 20 12 20 80 

~-~:: ; ::~~:s-~:98s'-~I~·~W:~j~a 

$~&~~_·a~~~ )MiPeaklHOUi 
~P~BP~ '''"; 

B~~=-I~~Y~~ln~k~- ~iiout~P .. ... ; 

Retail 411.00 KSF 32,880 1,315 789 526 3,288 1,644 1,644 

Restaurant w/Drive Thru 10.00 KSF 6,500 455 228 228 455 228 228 

Restavrant-Qv 100.00 KSF 10,000 100 60 40 800 560 240 
Total 

Casino 93.88 KSF 9.388 94 84 9 636 371 265 
Project 

Hotel ICasino 200.00 Rooms 1,600 80 48 32 112 45 67 
(All Phases) 

Hotel 200.00 Rooms 1,600 80 48 32 112 45 67 

Office 395.00 KSF 7,900 1,106 995 111 1,027 205 822 

Office Tech 340.00 KSF 5,440 653 522 131 653 131 522 

TOTAL ON-SITE TRAFFIC 75,308 3,883 2,775 1,108 7,082 3.228 3,854 

Notes: KSF = Thousand Square Feet 

Source: Darnell gAssociates, lnc.,2008 

-~-·--·---;-··---·---·-;··-·~·· ;;·--;-----~·---·-I; · -;-- ·---··;· -·-·····;; · --,·----··;; ··;;····;··;····· ··-.··· ·;;···----··--·--·-·· ··-~;--·;-··;; · ·;··· ;·;·;·;··;;·~;·· · ··; · · ---·-- ---~-···;--;·· 
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TABLE 4.3-7 

Trip Generation Summary - Total Project 
(All Phases) - with Internal/Pass-by Applied 

·;:·::;-·:;:~:-·=-: ";. ;:: -: :-,I i,~_~,~,,~,?y~~~~- __ ; ~i.;;: ·;·::;-:::;·· 
~--~~~Pfi~s~l,~~-9 :s,a---~~~·dLa~~:use:-:~~~·9~~~~1~ ..n:: ~EXteTniili 
:···':~Qi~~31~:;:lj~x3~1~...~~PP~Ys~i~P.;--I·F~~-BY~I~~_~·.~_~-~~ ~--~--~.--~i--:~_~~~~9~ ~~5 ~~~~~~~~~~ _, -~-%~ln61s:I:~%~0 

Retail 78 80 4 60 40 10 50 50 

Restaurant w/Drive Thrv 51 650 7 50 50 7 50 50 

Restaurant-Qua 51 100 60 40 8 70 30 
Total 

Casino 100 100 1 90 10 6.77 3.95 2.82 
Project 

Hotel (Casino 58 8 5 60 40 7 40 60 
(All Phases) 

Hotel 98 8 5 60 40 7 40 60 

Office 100 20 14 90 10 13 20 80 

Office Tech 100 16 12 80 20 12 20 80 

~p~i~~~Tri~;~ n 
pMa 

'U~O-d~`-: : ~i*"nll"~-:- ·, ~~1~~ ~.ei-:aecl=~~IP:·"~- ~~~ssx :s-~, 
Retail 411.00 KSF 25,646 1,026 616 410 2,302 1,151 1,151 

Restaurant w/Drive Thru 10.00 KSF 3.315 232 116 116 751 376 376 

Restavrant-Qva 100.00 KSF 5,100 51 31 20 528 370 158 
Total 

Casino 93.88 KSF 9,388 94 84 9 636 371 265 
Project 

Hotel ICasino 200.00 Rooms 928 46 28 19 65 26 39 
(All Phases) 

Hotel 200.00 Rooms 1,568 78 47 31 110 44 66 

Office 395.00 KSF 7,900 1,106 995 111 1,027 205 822 

Office Tech 340.00 KSF 5,440 653 522 131 653 131 522 

TOTAL PRIMARY TRAFFIC 59,285 3,286 2,439 847 6,071 2,673 3,398 

Notes: (a) = External traffic based on pass-by rates 

KSF = Thousand Square Feet 

Source. DamellB Associates, Inc.. 2008 
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Chapter 4.0 - Environmental Analysis 4.3 - iransportation/Circvlation 

C. Total Project (All Phases) 

With buildout of the project (assumed for the year 2015 condition), all project phase traffic is assigned to 

the roadway network as depicted in Figure 4.3-14 (for daily traffic), Figure 4.3-15 (intersections on the north) 

and Figure 4.3-16 (intersections on the south). 

4.3.3.3 Necrr Term Trcrffic Conditions 

The scenarios analyzed below are an assessment of the impact of the Casino Phase, Phase i, and Total 

Project (All Phases) traffic volumes in relation to the existing conditions. The analysis includes roadway 

segments, intersections, and Caltrans ILV. 

A. Existing Plus Casino Phase 

The Casino project traffic (10,988 ADT), which was assumed to occur in the near tetm was added to the 

existing traffic volumes. The daily traffic volumes for the existing plus project (Casino only) condition is 

depicted in Figure 4.3-17. The intersection peak hour volumes for this condition are depicted in Figure 

4.3-18 for the northern study area and Figure 4.3-19 for the southern study area. 

Roadway Senments 

The roadway segments were analyzed with the project traffic (Casino only) added to the existing traffic 

volumes. As identified in Table 4.3-8, with the addition of the Casino Phase prbject traffic, the proposed 

project would not result in any significant direct impacts. However, the addition of the Casino Phase 

project traffic will result in significant cumulative impacts to the following roadway segments that are 

discussed in detail in Section 5.0 Cumulative Impacts of this EIR. All other roadway segments will operate at 

a LOS C or better. 

· Dogwood Road: North of 1-8; 

· SR-1 1 i. South of SR-98; and, 

· Cole Road: Enterprise to SR-I 11. 

Intersections 

Intersection operation for the existing conditions plus the Casino Phase project traffic is summarized in Table 

4.3-9. With the addition of the Casino Phase project, the proposed project would have a direct impact on 

the following intersection during the PM Peak Hour: 

Jasper Road/SR-l 11 (signal). 

The project impact to this intersection is considered a significant impact. Implementation of Mitigation 

Measure T1, which requires an eastbound left turn lane at the jasper Road/SR-lll intersection, will reduce 

the impact to this intersection to a level less than significant. No direct impacts are identified to 

intersections during the AM Peak Hour. 

In addition, the addition of the Casino Phase project traffic will result in significant cumulative impacts to 

the following intersections that are discussed in detail in Section 5.0 Cumulative Impacts of this EIR: 
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Chapter 4.0 - Environmental Impact Analysis 4.3 - Transportation/Circulation 

TABLE 4.3-8 

Existing + Project (Casino Phase Only) Roadway Segment LOS 

:IRlng~ 

~·s LOS-~F ~P~~ BADT,~-IW-·~~I:·IH~18:iCOS~ ~~~t- IR~I r'--'~--~-:' :_:;-:--::~: wa; ii:::::; -: ---·----;.i- _i~:·;;.;-·: ~"~~ ,. -----:--·- /Y-~IE.i~ttB~~ ~-a-.lidiii~a~i) .~in.m~s ;-:;:-.,-;;:- 
Dogwood Road: 

North of 1-8 16.200 14.648 0.904 E 220 14.868 0.918 0.014 E Cvml. 

1-8 to McCabe 16.200 10.864 0.671 B 1.319 12.183 0.752 0.081 C None 

McCabe to SR-86 16.200 10.126 0.625 B 1.868 1 1,994 0.740 0.115 C None 

SR-86 to Jasper 16.200 7.600 0.469 A 2.417 10.017 0.618 0.149 B None 
Jasper to Cole 16.200 6.820 0.421 A O 6,820 0.421 0.000 A None 
Cole to SR-98 16.200 5.320 0.328 A 659 5.979 0.369 0.041 A None 

SR-III: 

North of 1-8 1 56.300 16,800 0.298 A 1,099 17.899 0.318 0.020 A None 

1-8 to McCabe 56.300 38.000 0.675 B 1.978 39.978 0.710 0.035 C None 

McCabe to Heber 56.300 34.400 0.611 B 1.978 36.378 0.646 0.035 B None 

Heber to Jasper 56.300 36,500 0.648 B 1,978 38,478 0.683 0.035 B None 

Jasper to Cole 56.300 36,500 0.648 B 1,648 38,148 0.678 0.029 B None 
Cole to SR-98 56.300 34.400 0.61 1 B 1.648 36.048 0.640 0.029 B None 

South of SR-98 60.000 51.400 0.857 D 1.648 53.048 0.884 0.027 D Cuml. 

Bowker Road: 

1-8 to McCabe 16.200 1.007 0.062 A 549 1.556 0.096 0.034 A None 

McCabe to Heber 16.200 937 0.058 A 549 1.486 0.092 0.034 A None 

Heber to Jasper 16,200 906 0.056 A 549 1,455 0.090 0.034 A None 
Jasper to Cole 16.200 962 0.059 A O 962 0.059 0.000 A None 
Cole to SR-98 17.500 515 0.029 A O 515 0.029 0.000 A None 

South of SR-98 17.500 103 0.006 A O 103 0.006 0.000 A None 

Meadows Road: 

Cole to SR-98 17.500 10.094 0.577 A 879 10.973 0.627 0.050 B None 

South of SR-98 17.500 6.283 0.359 A 879 7.162 0.409 0.050 A None 

Jasper Road: 
Scaroni to SR-III 17.500 1.134 0.065 A 4.835 5.969 0.341 0.276 A None 

SR-111 to Yourman 17.500 4.128 0.236 A 1.209 5.337 0.305 0.069 A None 

Yourman to Meadows 17,500 412 0.024 A 1.209 1.621 0.093 0.069 A None 

Meadows to Bowker 17.500 375 0.021 A 1.209 1.584 0.091 0.069 A None 

Cole Road: 

Enterprise to SR-II 1 17.500 15.965 0.912 E 659 16.624 0.950 0.038 E Cuml. 
SR-II1 to Yourman 37.500 21.224 0.566 A 1.758 22.982 0.613 0.047 B None 

Yourman to Meadows 37.500 10,197 0.272 A 1.758 11.955 0.319 0.047 A None 

Meadows to Bowker 37.500 7.509 0.200 A 879 8.388 0.224 0.023 A None 

Notes: ADT = average daily traffic; V/C = volume to capacity ratio; LOS = Level of Service; Cuml. = Cumulative 

Source: DarnellB Associates, Inc., 2008 

1 1 1 Calexico Place Specific Plan 4.3-59 December 2008 
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Chapter 4.0 - Environmental Analysis 4.3- Transportation/Circulafion 
- I 

TABLE 4.3-9 

Existing + Project jCasino Phase Only) intersection Operation 

: -~= -- ;; ;` 

1-8 Westbound/ WE 19.5 C 130.3 F 19.8 C 0.3 189.6 F 59.3 Cuml. 

1-8 Eastbound/ EB 20.7 C 43.6 E 20.7 C 0.0 49.8 E 6.2 Cuml. 

1-8 Wesfbound/ WE 9.5 A 9.7 A 9.7 A 0.2 9.9 A 0.2 None 
Bowker 

1-8 Eastbound/Bowker EB 9.1 A 9.1 A 9.2 A 0.1 9.3 A 0.2 None 

Chick Int. 3.5 A 6.9 A 3.5 A 0.0 7.0 A 0.1 None 
Dogwood/McCabe WE 10.7 B 13.7 B 10.8 B 0.1 14.9 B 1.2 None 
North 

Dogwood/McCabe EB 8.2 A 9.5 A 8.3 A 0.1 10.4 B 0.9 None 
South (TWSC) NE 11.0 B 12.1 8 11.3 B 0.3 14.8 8 2.7 

SE 8.7 A 13.5 B 8.9 A 0.2 16.9 C 3.4 

McCabe/Bowker NE 9.4 A 9.2 A 9.4 A 0.0 9.3 A 0.1 None 
SE 9.3 A 9.4 A 9.4 A 0.1 9.6 A 0.2 

Dogwood/fftxltti EB 14.5 B 12.7 8 15.0 8 0.5 13.9 8 1.2 None 
Corell WE 11.6 B 11.0 8 11.7 8 O.i 11.8 B 0.8 
Dogwood/Heber EB 33.4 D 18.1 C 42.2 E 8.8 29.1 D 11.0 Cuml. 
(AWSC) WE 25.3 D 13.3 8 29.5 D 4.2 17.0 C 3.7 

NE 34.8 D 14.2 8 44.4 E 9.6 22.6 C 8.4 

SE 22.8 C 19.6 C 28.5 D 5.7 40.9 E 21.3 

SR-I 11/Heber Int. 12.9 B 26.9 C 12.9 8 0.0 29.5 C 2.6 None 
Heber/Yourman NE 9.9 A 10.3 B 9.9 A 0.0 10.3 B 0.0 None 

SE 9.3 A 10.1 B 9.3 A 0.0 10.1 B 0.0 

Heber/Bowker (TWSC) NE 9.8 A 10.1 B 9.9 A 0.1 10.3 B 0.2 None 
SE 9.6 A 10.1 B 9.7 A 0.1 10.4 B 0.3 

Dogwood/Willoughby EB 18.0 C 15.4 C 19.9 C 1.9 18.6 C 3.2 None 
WE 16.8 C 12.0 B 18.2 C 1.4 12.0 B 0.0 

/Pitzer SE 9.0 A 8.8 A 9.2 A 0.2 9.6 A 0.8 None 
Jasper/Scaroni EB 7.3 A 7.2 A 7.5 A 0.2 8.7 A 1.5 None 
(AWSC) WE 7.4 A 7.6 A 8.0 A 0.6 10.2 B 2.6 

NE 7.4 A 7.3 A 7.7 A 0.3 8.9 A 1.6 

SE 7.3 A 7.4 A 7.5 A 0.2 8.5 A 1.1 

/SR-I 11 Int. 14.0 B 20.1 C 15.9 B 1.9 38.8 D 18.7 Direct 
Jasper/Yourman NE 10.3 B 11.0 B )0.5 B 0.2 12.1 B 1.1 None 

SE 9.5 A 10.4 B 9.7 A 0.2 11.2 8 0.8 

Jasper/Meadows NE 8.8 A 8.8 A 8.8 A 0.1 9.1 A 0.4 None 
SE 8.9 A 8.9 A 8.9 A 0.1 9.2 A 0.4 

Jasper/Bowker TWSC) EB 9.9 A 9.8 A 10.1 8 0.2 10.9 B 1.1 None 
WE 10.1 8 10.3 B 10.3 B 0.2 10.9 B 0.6 

Dogwood/Cole EB 12.1 B 13.2 8 12.3 B 0.2 16.2 C 3.0 None 
WE 9.8 A 10.7 8 10.0 B 0.2 14.9 B 4.2 

Cole/Scaroni (TWSC) NE 22.5 C 121.1 F 23.6 C 1.1 237.2 F 116.1 Cuml. 
SE 114.1 F 343.8 F 169.1 F 55.5 F 

SR-111/Cole Int. 38.2 D 42.9 D 39.1 D 0.9 42.5 D -0.4 Cuml. 
Cole/Yourman Int. 33.2 C 32.5 C 33.4 C 0.2 32.8 C 0.3 None 
Cole/Meadows Int. 24.4 C 14.7 B 24.6 C 0.2 15.2 8 0.5 None 
Cole/Bowker (AWSC) EB 7.7 A 8.1 A 7.8 A 0.1 8.5 A 0.4 None 

WE 9.2 A 9.1 A 9.4 A 0.2 9.6 A 0.5 

NE 8.3 A 8.1 A 8.3 A 0.0 8.3 A 0.2 

SE 8.1 A 8.2 A 8.2 A 0.1 8.3 A 0.1 

SR-98/Cole SE 6.3 8 7.3 A 6.3 A 0.0 7.5 A 10.2 None 
SR- Int. 6.7 A 9.7 A 6.8 A 0.1 11.5 B 1.8 None 
SR-98/SR-111 Int. 32.0 C 38.6 D 32.3 C 0.3 39.9 D 1.3 Cuml. 
SR-98/Rockwood Int. 11.5 B 17.6 B 11.5 B 0.0 17.6 8 0.0 None 
SR-98/Meadows Int. 26.7 C 17.2 B 26.7 C 0.0 17.4 B 0.2 None 
SR-98/Bowker (TWSC) NE 11.6 B 12.2 B 11.6 B 0.0 12.2 8 0.0 None 

SE 10.6 B 11.5 B 10.6 B 0.0 11.5 B 0.0 

Notes: Delay is measured in seconds per vehicle: LOS = level of service; AWSC = all way stop: TWSC = two way stop: Int = intersection; 
NE = northbovnd; SE = southbound; EB = eastbound; WE = westbound; Cuml = cumulative impact; Direct = direct impact: 
Incr = Increase; Cr't = critical movement;" Error-traffic too high to defect; Delay and LOS calculated using SYNCHRO (with 
HCS value) 

Source: Darnell & Associates. Inc., 2008 

- ;;; -- -;--;;; ;; ;---- ···· 
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Chapter 4.0 - Environmental Analysis 4.3 - Tra nsportation /Circu la tion 

· 1-8 Westbound/Dogwood Road; 

· 1-8 Eastbound/Dogwood Road; 

· Dogwood Road/Heber Road: 

· Cole Road/Scaroni Road; 

· SR-111/Cole Road; and, 

· SR-98/SR-111. 

All other intersections will operate at a LOS C or better. 

Caltrans Intersection Lane Vehicle Analysis 

Caltrans ILV for the existing conditions plus the Casino phase traffic is summarized in Table 4.3-10. As shown 

in Table 4.3-10, with the addition of the Casino Phase project traffic all interchanges will operate at 1.500 

ILV, which is considered acceptable based on Caltrans thresholds. Therefore, no impact is identified with 

the implementation of the Casino Phase of the proposed project. 

TABLE 4.3-10 

Summary of Existing Plus Casino Phase intersection Operation 
Caltrans intersecting Lane Volumes (ILV) 

; ; 

SR-111/Heber 870 1305 874 4 1342 37 

SR-111/Jasper 748 1092 768 20 1242 150 

SR-I 11/Cole 1078 1363 1109 31 1455 92 

SR-lll/SR-98 1105 1221 1115 10 1246 25 

SR-98/Cole 330 451 344 14 478 27 

SR-98/ ood 480 840 490 10 885 45 

SR-98/Rockwood 628 743 628 0 743 O 

SR-98/Meadows/Andrade 936 550 936 0 550 O 

Notes: ILV= Intersecting Lane Volvmes (Caltrans Methodology): ILV Value = less than 1200 (Free Flow); ILV Value = 1200 - 1500 
(Acceptable Flow): ILV Value = exceeds 1500 (Deficient Flow); AM Incr ILV = AM peak hour incr~ase in ILV valve due to project 
PM Incr ILV = PM Peak Hour increase in ILV value due to project 

Source: DarnellB Associates. 2008. 

B. Existing Plus Casino Phase and Phase 1 

The Casino and Phase i project traffic (49,468ADT) was added to the existing traffic volumes. The daily 

traffic volumes for the existing conditions plus the Casino Phase and Phase 1 condition is depicted in Figure 

4.3-20. The intersection peak hour volumes for this condition are depicted in Figure 4.3-21 for the northerly 

study area and Figure 4.3-22 for the southerly study area. 

--~-~`- ;; · 
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Chapter 4.0 - Environmental Analysis 4.3 - Transportation/Circulation 

Roadway Segments 

As identified in Table 4.3-11,with the addition of the Casino Phase plus Phase 1 project traffic, the proposed 

project would have a direct impact to the following roadway segments: 

· Dogwood Road: 1-8 to McCabe: 

· Dogwood Road: McCabe to SR-86 (Heber); 

· Dogwood Road: SR-86 (Heber) to Jasper; and, 

· Jasper Road: Scaroni to SR-1 11. 

The project impact to these roadway segments is considered a significant impact. Implementation of 

Mitigation Measures T2 through T5 will reduce the impact to these roadway segments to a level less than 

significant. 

In addition, the addition of the Casino Phase and Phasel project traffic will result in significant cumulative 

impacts to the following roadway segments that are discussed in detail in Section 5.0 Cumulative Impacts 

of this EIR: 

· Dogwood Road: north of 1-8: 

· SR-1 1 l:South of SR-98; and, 

· Cole Road: Enterprise to SR-1 1 i. 

All other roadway segments will operate at a LOS C or better. 

Intersections 

Intersection operation for the existing conditions plus the Casino Phase and Phase 1 project traffic is 

summarized in Table 4.3-12. With the addition of the Casino Phase and Phase 1 project traffic, the 

proposed project would have a direct impact on the following intersection during the AM Peak Hour: 

Dogwood Road and Willoughby (eastbound and westbound). 

With the addition of the Casino Phase and Phase 1 project traffic, the proposed project would have a 

direct impact on the following intersections during the PM Peak Hour: 

· Dogwood Road and McCabe South (northbound and southbound); 

· Dogwood Road and Willoughby (eastbound and westbound): 

· Jasper Road and Scaroni Road (eastbound, westbound, and northbound): 

· Jasper Road and SR-111; and, 

· Dogwood Road and Cole Road (eastbound and westbound). 

The project impact to these intersections is considered a significant impact. Implementation of Mitigation 

Measures T6 through T10 will reduce the impact to these intersections to a level less than significant. 

1 11 Calexico Place Specific Plan 4.3-62 December 2008 
Final EIR 
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TABLE 4.3-11 

Existing + Project (Casino Phase + Phase i) Roadway Segment LOS 

~'W ~nus~l~ 
~-~~asi~i-·~a; I-LOSl~~~f'jl;,;ADT ' "O Y~ Jrylllnl;l~;_ ge 

- CFll,i~bffi~ P ri·BIB~~ 
Dogwood Road: 

North of 1-8 16.200 14.648 0.904 E 770 15.418 0.952 0.048 E Cuml. 

1-8 to McCabe 16.200 10,864 0.671 B 4.621 15.485 0.956 0.285 E Direct 

McCabe to SR-86 16.200 10,126 0.625 B 6.546 16,672 1.029 0.404 F Direct 

SR-86 to Jasper 16.200 7.600 0.469 A 8.471 16,071 0.992 0.523 E Direct 
Jasper to Cole 16.200 6.820 0.421 A O 6.820 0.421 0.000 A None 
Cole to SR-98 16.200 5.320 0.328 A 2.310 7.630 0.471 0.143 A None 

SR-111: 

North of 1-8 56.300 16,800 0.298 A 3.851 20.651 0.367 0.068 A None 

1-8 to McCabe 56.300 38.000 0.675 B 6.931 44.931 0.798 0.123 C None 

McCabe to Heber 56.300 34.400 0.611 B 6.931 41.331 0.734 0.123 C None 

Heber to Jasper 56.300 36.500 0.648 B 6.931 43.431 0.771 0.123 C None 

Jasper to Cole 56.300 36.500 0.648 B 5.776 42.276 0.751 0.103 C None 
Cole to SR-98 56.300 34,400 0.611 B 5.7765.7 40, 176 0.714 0.103 C None 

South of SR-98 60.000 51.400 0.857 D 76 57,176 0.953 0.096 E Cuml. 

5.776 

Bowker Road: 

1-8 to McCabe 16.200 1.007 0.062 A 1.925 2.932 0.181 0.119 A None 

McCabe to Heber 16.200 937 0.058 A 1.925 2.862 0.177 0.119 1 A I None 

Heber to Jasper 16.200 906 0.056 A 1.925 2.831 0.175 0.119 1 A I None 

Jasper to Cole 16.200 962 0.059 A O 962 0.059 0.000 A None 
Cole to SR-98 17.500 515 0.029 A O 515 0.029 0.000 A None 

South of SR-98 17.500 103 0.006 A 0 103 0.006 0.000 A None 

Meadows Road: 

Cole to SR-98 17,500 10.094 0.577 A 3.080 13.174 0.753 0.176 C None 

South of SR-98 17.500 6.283 0.359 A 3.080 9,363 0.535 0.176 A None 

Jasper Road: 
Scaroni to SR-1 11 17.500 936 0.053 A 16.943 17,879 1.022 0.968 F Direct 

SR-III to Yourman 17.500 412 0.024 A 4.236 4.648 0.266 0.242 A None 

Yourman to Meadows 17.500 412 0.024 A 4.236 4.648 0.266 0.242 A None 
Meadows to Bowker 17.500 375 0.021 A 4.236 4,611 0.263 0.242 A None 

Cole Road: 

Enterprise to SR-111 17.500 15.965 0.912 E 2.310 18,275 1.044 0.132 F Cuml. 
SR-II1 to Yourman 37.500 21.224 0.566 A 6.161 27,385 0.730 0.164 C None 

Yourman to Meadows 37.500 10,197 0.272 A 6.161 16,358 0.436 0.164 1 A I None 
Meadows to Bowker 37.500 7,509 0.200 A 3,080 10,589 0.282 0.082 A None 

Notes: ADT = overage daily traffic; V/C = volume to capacity ratio: LOS = Level of Service; Cuml. = Cumulative 

Source: DamellB Associates, Inc., 2008 
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TABLE 4.3-12 

Existing + Project jCasino Phase + Phase i) Intersection Operation 

1-8 Westbound/ Dogwood WE 19.5 C 130.3 F 23.4 C 3.9 602.9 F 472.6 Cuml. 

1-8 Eastbound/ EB 20.7 C 43.6 E 21.0 C 0.3 110.2 F 66.6 Cuml. 

1-8 Westbound/ Bowker WE 9.5 A 9.7 A 10.2 B 0.7 10.5 B 0.8 None 

1-8 Eastbound/Bowker EB 9.1 A 9.1 A 9.4 A 1 0.3 9.8 A 0.7 None 

Int. 3.5 A 6.9 A 3.5 A 0.0 8.6 A 1.7 None 

McCabe North WE 10.7 B 13.7 B 11.4 B 0.7 19.6 C 5.9 None 

Dogwood/McCabe South EB 8.2 A 9.5 A 9.0 A 0.8 14.1 B 4.9 Direct 
(TWSC) NE 11.0 B 12.1 B 13.8 B 2.8 65.0 F 52.9 

SE 8.7 A 13.5 B 10.2 B 1.5 73.0 F 59.5 

McCabe/Bowker (TWSC) NE 9.4 A 9.2 A 9.6 A 0.2 9.8 A 0.6 None 
SE 9.3 A 9.4 A 9.6 A 1 0.3 10.2 B 0.8 

Dogwood/Abatti (TWSC) EB 14.5 B 12.7 8 18.4 C 3.9 21.4 C 8.7 None 
WE 11.6 B 11.0 B 12.8 B 1.2 16.0 C 5.0 

Dogwood/Heber (AWSC) EB 33.4 D 18.1 C 91.7 F 58.3 84.0 F 65.9 Cuml. 
WE 25.3 D 13.3 B 45.5 E 20.2 23.1 C 9.8 

NE 34.8 D 14.2 B 147.2 F 112.4 220.1 F 205.9 

SE 22.8 C 19.6 C 83.4 F 60.6 317.4 F 297.8 

SR-111/Heber Int. 12.9 B 26.9 C 13.4 B 0.5 29.8 C 2.9 None 

Heber/Yourman (TWSC) NE 9.9 A 10.3 B 9.9 A 0.0 10.3 B 0.0 None 
SE 9.3 A 10.1 B 9.3 A 0.0 10.1 B 0.0 

Heber/Bowker (TWSC) NE 9.8 A 1 10.1 B 10.1 B 0.3 11.0 B 0.9 None 
SE 9.6 A 10.1 B 10.0 A 0.4 11.4 B 1.3 

Dogwood/Willoughby (TWSC) EB 18.0 C 15.4 C 37.1 E 19.1 168.0 F 152.6 Direct 
WE 16.8 C 12.0 B 31.3 D 14.5 21.2 C 9.2 

/Pitzer SE 9.0 A 8.8 A 10.6 8 1.6 15.3 C 6.5 None 

Jasper/Scaroni (AWSC) EB 7.3 A 7.2 A 9.9 A 2.6 160.9 F 153.7 Direct 
WE 7.4 A 7.6 A 13.3 B 5.9 442.3 F 434.7 

NE 7.4 A 7.3 A 10.1 B 2.7 63.0 F 55.7 

SE 7.3 A 7.4 A 8.9 A 1.6 13.5 B 6.1 

/SR-I 11 Int. 14.0 B 20.1 C 34.9 C 20.9 300.4 F 280.3 Direct 

Jasper/Yourmon (TWSC) NE 10.3 B 11.0 8 11.8 B 1.5 18.9 C 7.9 None 
SE 9.5 A 10.4 8 10.4 B 0.9 14.7 B 4.3 

Jasper/Meadows (TWSC) NE 8.8 A 8.8 A 9.4 A 0.6 11.2 B 2.4 None 
SE 8.8 A 8.9 A 9.4 A 0.6 11.6 B 2.7 

Jasper/Bowker (TWSC) EB 9.9 A 9.8 A 11.1 B 1.2 16.5 C 6.7 None 
WE 10.1 B 10.3 B 11.1 B 1.0 13.4 B 3.1 

Dogwood/Cole (TWSC) EB 12.1 B 13.2 B 13.3 B 1.2 25.8· D 12.6 Direct 
WE 9.8 A 1 10.7 8 12.2 B 2.4 85.9 F 75.2 

Cole/Scaroni (TWSC) NE 22.5 C 121.1 F 34.3 D 11.8 1 F · Cuml. 
SE 114.1 F 343.8 F F t F t 

SR-I 11/Cole Int. 38.2 D 42.9 D 41.5 D 3.3 80.3 F 37.4 Cuml. 

Cole/Yourman Int. 33.2 C 32.5 C 34.7 C 1.5 34.2 C 1.7 None 

Cole/Meadows Int. 24.4 C 14.7 8 24.6 C 0.2 16.7 B 2.0 None 

Cole/Bowker (AWSC) EB 7.7 A 8.1 A 8.2 A 0.5 10.6 B 2.5 None 
WE 9.2 A 9.1 A 1 10.1 B 0.9 12.2 B 3.1 

NE 8.3 A 8.1 A 8.6 A 0.3 8.9 A 0.8 

SE 8.1 A 8.2 A 8.4 A 0.3 9.0 A 0.8 

SR-98/Cole SE 6.3 B 7.3 A 6.4 A I 0.1 8.2 A 0.9 None 

SR-98 Int. 6.7 A 9.7 A 8.5 A 1.8 16.1 B 6.4 None 

SR-98/SR-111 Int. 32.0 C 38.6 D 33.8 C 1.8 44.0 D 5.4 Cuml. 

SR-98/Rockwood Int. 11.5 B 17.6 B 11.5 B 0.0 17.6 B 0.0 None 

SR-98/Meadows Int. 26.7 C 17.2 B 27.0 C 0.3 18.3 B 1.1 None 

SR-98/Bowker (TWSC) NE 11.6 B 12.2 B 11.6 B 0.0 12.2 B 0.0 None 
SE 10.6 B 11.5 B 10.6 B 0.0 11.5 B 0.0 

Notes: Delay is measured in seconds per vehicle: LOS = level of service; AWSC = ail way stop; TWSC = two way stop: Int = intersection; 
NE = northbound; SE = southbound: EB = eastbound; WE = westbound; Cuml = cumulative impact: Direct = direct impact: 
Incr = Increase; Grit = critical movement:' = Error-traffic too high to detect; Delay and LOS calculated using SYNCHRO (with 
HCS value) 

Source: Darnell& Associates, Inc., 2008 
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In addition, the addition of the Casino Phase and Phase 1 project traffic will result in significant cumulative 

impacts to the following intersections that are discussed in detail in Section 5.0 Cumulative impacts of this 

EIR: 

· 1-8 Westbound/Dogwood Road: 

· 1-8 Eastbound/Dogwood Road; 

· Dogwood Road/Heber Road; 

· Cole Road/Scaroni Road: 

· SR-111/Cole Road; and, 

· SR-98/SR-lll. 

All of the other intersections will operate at LOS C or better. 

Caltrans Intersection_lane Vehicle Analysis 

Caltrans I1V for the existing conditions plus the Casino Phase and Phase 1 project traffic is summarized in 

Table 4.3-13. As shown in Table 4.3-13, with the addition of the Casino Phase project traffic the following 

intersections will demonstrate deficiencies based on Caltrans criteria: 

SR-111 and Jasper Road. 

The project impact to these intersections is considered a significant impact. implementation of Mitigation 

Measure ~will reduce the impact to this intersection to a level less than significant. 

In addition, the addition of the Casino Phase and Phase 1 will result in a significant cumulative impact to 

the following intersection, which is discussed in detail in Section 5.0 Cumulative Impacts of the EIR: 

SR-111 and Cole Road. 

C. Total Project (All Phases) 

The total project tall phases) will not result in a direct impact to the existing traffic conditions because 

buildout of the project numbers are added to the Year 2015 near-term cumulative condition. Therefore, 

only cumulative impacts will occur with complete buildout of the project. The total project is not added to 

the existing near-term conditions because Phases 2 though 4 will not be developed in the near-term 

conditions (Year 2008) and therefore these phases were analyzed during the Year 2015, which is identified 

in Section 5.0 Cumulative Impacts of this EIR. 

The future Year 2035 cumulative conditions are also provided in Section 5.0 Cumulative Impacts of this EIR. 

4.3.3.4 Proposed Circulcrtion Network and Roadway improvements 
The planned circulation system would provide roadway segments that would connect with the existing 

off site community-wide roadway network. Two major north-south links are being planned, including the 

Future Sunset Boulevard and the Future Scaroni Boulevard Extension. In addition, an internal circulation 

system comprised of public and private streets is also planned which will provide vehicular and pedestrian 

movements through the overall project area in both the north-south and east-west directions. 
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TABLE 4.3-13 

Summary of Existing + Casino Phase and Phase 1 
Intersection Operation 

Caltrans Intersecting Lane Volumes (ILV) 

SR-ill/Heber 870 1305 908 38 1469 164 

SR-ill/Jasper 748 1092 991 243 2061 969 

SR-111/Cole 1078 1363 1242 164 1773 410 

SR-lll/SR-98 1105 1221 1157 52 1338 117 

SR-98/Cole 330 451 419 89 673 222 

SR-98/Doawood 1 480 840 547 67 1043 203 

SR-B8/Rockwood 628 743 628 O 743 O 

SR-98/Meadows/Andrade 936 550 936 O 558 O 

Notes: ILV= Intersecting Lane Volumes (Caltrans Methodology); ILV Valve = less than 1200 (Free Flow)i ILV Value = 1200 - 1500 
(Acceptable Flow): ILV Valve = exceeds 1500 (Deficient Flow); AM Incr ILV = AM peak hour Increase In ILV value due to project; 
PM Incr ILV = PM Peak Hour increase in ILV valve due to project 

Source: Darnell& Associates. 2008. 

As depicted in Figure 4.3-23 The proposed roadway circulation and improvements are comprised of the 

following roadways: 

Jasr>er Road - Thoroug_hfare Arterial 

Per the requirements of the City of Calexico, the project will provide half-width improvements along Jasper 

Road. These improvements include a half-width right-of-way of 105 feet, consisting of a 30-foot drainage 

ditch with detention and landscaping, 15-foot sidewalk area and parkway, four 12-foot travel lanes, and a 

12-foot median/left turn lane. For the proposed project, these improvements will be required to be 

constructed from SR-111 to the railroad tracks at the property line on the west side of the project site. For 

the Year 2015 with the total project, Jasper Road requires a minimum of four-lane divided highway. The six 

lane highway standards will ultimately be required with buildout of the entire Jasper Road corridor project 

from SR-I 11 to Meadows Road. This projected need depends on the timing of buildout of all projects in the 

corridor, which is estimated by Year 2035. As discussed in Section 5.0 Cumulative Impacts of this EIR, the 

applicant is required to contribute a fair share contribution into the Jasper Corridor Benefit Assessment 

District, which was created by the City to pay for these improvements to the Jasper Road. 

Fu_ture S_unset BovlevardlPro~osed Scaroni Road Extension 

She project will provide future alignments in the north/south direction for a Future Sunset Boulevard and 

Proposed Scaroni Road Extension. The Future Sunset Boulevard will be located within the western half of 

the project site and will connect Jasper Road to the north to proposed onsite roadways to the south. The 

Proposed Scaroni Road Extension will be located within the eastern half of the project site and will connect 

Jasper Road to the north to the existing Scaroni Road alignment to the south. To do this, the Proposed 

;; ; ;;;;; ;;; ;~ 
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Scaroni Road Extension alignment will curve slightly to the east/west direction through the project site to · 

connect to the existing Scaroni Road. 

Proposed Scaroni Road Extension and Future Sunset Boulevard would each include a right-of-way of 100 

feet, consisting of two-feet of parkway on both sides, five-foot sidewalks on both sides, five-foot parkside 

along the curb on both sides, four-foot bike lane on both sides, two l·Lt-foot travel lanes tone in each 

direction), two l2-foot travel lanes tone in each direction), and a Ibfoot median with turn lane. The 

Scaroni Road Extension would require the existing Scaroni Road bridge over the Dogwood and Central 

Main canals to be extended to align with the extended road. In addition, the extension of Sunset 

Boulevard would require the construction of a bridge over the Dogwood and Central Main canals in order 

to connect the road to Cole Road. The bridge extension on Scaroni Road and new bridge on Sunset 

Boulevard would be designed to span over the canals, in order to avoid impacts to the canals. The new 

Sunset Bridge is not required with the construction of the Casino/Resort Phase only; however, it would be 

required with the development of the Casino/Resort Phase and Phase i. The developer will be required to 

pay a fair share contribution towards the development of these bridges and the City is responsible for the 

construction of these bridges. 

Proposed Public Roadway 

One proposed Public Roadway will run in the east/west direction throughout the project site and will 

provide connection between the various onsite uses and activities. Proposed improvement includes a 

right-of-way of 72 feet, consisting of five-foot sidewalk on both sides, five-foot parkways on both sides, two 

i 4-foot travel lanes tone in either direction), and two 12-foot travel lanes tone in either direction). The 

developer will be required to pay for and construct this road. This road will be constructed during the 

Casino/Resort Phase and/or Phase 1 of the project. 

Private Drives 

Two proposed Private Drives will run in the east/west direction throughout the project site and will provide 

connection between the various onsite uses and activities. Proposed improvements include a private right- 

of-way of 52 feet, consisting of six-foot sidewalks on both sides, five-foot parkways on both sides, and two 

i 5-foot travel lanes tone in either direction). The developer will be required to construct and pay for these 

roads. These roads will be constructed during the Casino/Resort Phase and/or Phase 1 of the project. 

Private Drives with Medians 

One proposed Private Drive with a Median will run in the east/west direction throughout the project site 

and will provide connection between various onsite uses and activities. This proposed improvement 

includes a private right-of-way of 78 feet, consisting of six-foot sidewalks on both sides, five-foot parkways 

on both sides, four 12-foot travel lanes (two in either direction), and an eight-foot median with turn lane. 

The developer will be required to construct and pay for this road. This road will be constructed during the 

Casino/Resort and/or Phase 1 of the project. 

All public roadway improvements will be designed and constructed in compliance with all City of Calexico 

and Caltrans regulations. 
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4.3.3.5 Site Access 

The project proposes three driveway access points on Jasper Road west of SR-111. The realignment of 

Scaroni Road to the west will form the most easterly access to the project. A second major access on 

Jasper Road is proposed west of the Scaroni Road alignment and is currently labeled Future Sunset 

Boulevard. The third driveway to Jasper Road is located west of the Future Sunset Boulevard and is 

identified as Street "A". 

The project access at the realignment of Scaroni Road at Jasper Road is analyzed above and in Section 

5.0 Cumulative Impacts for all phases of the project. The intersection requires a traffic signal, with dual 

northbound left turn lanes, dual northbound right turn lanes, dual westbound left lanes and an exclusive 

eastbound right turn lane within Jasper Road (assuming Jasper Road with six through lanes by Year 2035). 

As discussed above, for the Year 2015 with the total project, Jasper Road requires a minimum of four-lane 

divided highway. The six-lane highway standards will ultimately be required with buildout of the entire 

Jasper Road corridor project from SR-1 11 to Meadows Road. 

At Jasper Road and Street "A" a traffic signal, two northbound lanes, dual westbound left lanes, an 

exclusive eastbound right turn lane within Jasper Road las a 6-lane roadway) are required. 

Additionally, the project is required to construct Sunset Boulevard south to Cole Road, which will create an 

intersection, which ultimately requires a traffic signal, and an eastbound left turn lane. 

A. Access Operation 

ExistingPlus Casino Phase Access 

Project access operation for the existing plus Casino Phase is summarized in Table 4.3-14. For the Casino 

Phase, the Street "A", Sunset Boulevard, and Cole Road/Sunset Boulevard intersections can operate 

effectively with stop control on the minor leg (project side) with no additional turn lanes. 

TABLE 4.3-14 

Existing Plus Casino Phase Access Operation 

Jasper/Street "A" (stop sign) I Northbound 9.0 A 9.3 A 

JasperlSunset (stop sign) I Northbound 9.1 A 10.3 B 

Cole/Sunset (stop sign) I N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Notes: Delay is measured in seconds per vehicle. N/A= Not Applicable and LOS=level of service. 

Source: DarnellgAssociates. 2008. 
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Existlnn Plus Casino Phase and Phase 1 Access 

This condition assumes four-lanes on Jasper Road. Project access operation for the existing plus Casino 

Phase and Phase 1 conditions is summarized in Table 4.3-15. For the Casino Phase plus Phase 1, the 

Street"A", Sunset Boulevard, and Cole Road/Sunset Boulevard intersections can operate effectively with 

stop control on the minor leg (project side). Westbound left turn lanes are required on Jasper Road at both 

driveways. An eastbound left turn lane is required at Cole Road/Sunset Boulevard. 

TABLE 4.3-15 

Existing Plus Casino Phase and Phase 1 Access Operation 

Jasper/Street "A" (sinnal) I Intersection 31.8 C 24.8 C 

/Sunset IsiRnal Intersection 31.7 C 30.8 C 

Cole/Sunset (sianal) I Intersection 21.2 C 34.1 C 

Notes: Delay is measured in seconds per vehicle and LOS=level of service. 

Source: Darnell& Associates. 2008. 

Year 2015 Plus Casino Proiect Access 

Project access operation for the Year 2015 conditions with the Casino Phase only traffic is summarized in 

Table 4.3-16. The Jasper Road driveways operate effectively with stop control on egress with four lanes on 

Jasper Road. The intersection of Cole Road/Sunset Boulevard will require a traffic signal. 

TABLE 4.3-16 

Year 2015 Plus Casino Phase Access Operation 

Jasper/Street "A" (stop control Northbound 10.6 1 B 14.0 B 

/Sunset (StO13 control Northbound 11.8 B 22.7 C 

Cole/Sunset IsiRnal) I Intersection 15.4 B 8.2 A 

Notes: Delay is measured in seconds per vehicle and LOS=level of service. 

Source: Damellg Associates. 2008. 

rear 2015 Plus Total Proiect Access 

Project access operation for the Year 2015 condition with the Total Project (All Phases) traffic is summarized 

in Table 4.3-17. The Jasper Road driveways operate effectively with traffic signal control with four lanes on 

Jasper Road. The intersection of Cole Road and Sunset Boulevard also requires a traffic signal. Left turn 

lanes in Jasper Road and Cole Road are required with two egress lanes (project side) at all driveways. 
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TABLE 4.3-17 

Year 2015 Plus Total Project (All Phases) Access Operation 

/Street "A" (sis]nal) I Intersection 24.9 C 24.8 C 

Jasper/Sunset (siqnal Intersection 31.9 C 29.5 C 

Cole/Sunset (signal) I Intersection 21.0 C 33.4 C 

Notes: Delay is measured in seconds per vehicle and LOS=level of service. 

Source: Darnell &Associates.POO~. 

With the implementation of the recommended traffic controls and configurations during the design of the 

final site, all access points will operate at adequate levels of service. In addition, no design features were 

identified as creating traffic hazards. Therefore, a less than significant impact is identified for this issue area. 

4.3.3.6 Parking 
Per the parking requirements provided in the City of Calexico's Zoning Ordinance Chapter 13, the 

proposed project is required to provide 5.400 spaces. The commercial highway component of the project 

will provide approximately 6,600 parking spaces, which is in compliance with the City of Calexico Code for 

parking. In addition, the casino will provide approximately 6,000 additional parking spaces within a parking 

structure for use by patrons of the casino and its ancillary uses. Therefore, the proposed project will provide 

sufficient parking in accordance with the City of Calexico General Plan. Both surface parking and parking 

structure (for the Casino) will be provided within the project site. Therefore, no impact to parking is 

identified. 

4.3.3.7 Alternative Trcrnsportation 

The proposed project will be required to comply with the City of Calexico Bicycle Master Plan. In addition, 

as discussed above in section 4.3.3.4, the proposed project will be providing four-foot bike lanes on both 

sides of Sarconi Road and Sunset Boulevard to encourage cycling as an alternative use to the automobile. 

The closest IVT bus stop to the project site is located at the intersection of Cole Road and SR-I i i 

approximately 0.5 miles from the site. Currently, there are no current plans to include any bus turn-out 

locations on the project site. It is anticipated that a bus service system will be provided by the Casino for 

Casino patrons. The details of this service have not yet been determined. Therefore, with compliance with 

the City of Calexico Bicycle Master Plan, the proposed project would not conflict with any adopted 

policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation. Furthermore, in order to ensure that the 

project promotes alternative transportation, Mitigation Measure T11 shall be implemented, which requires 

the project to development Transportation Demand Management plan. Therefore, this issue is considered 

a less than significant impact. 

·~ -- - ;;-; 
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4.3.4 Significance of Impact 

4.3.4. 7 Traffic 

Existing Plus Casino Phase 

With the addition of 10.988 ADT from the Casino Phase to the existing conditions no direct roadway 

segment impacts will be significant. However, the Jasper Road and SR-l11 intersection will be significantly 

impacted . 

Existing Plus Casino Phase and Phase 1 

With the addition of 49,468 ADT from the Casino Phase and Phase 1 to the existing conditions direct 

impacts to four roadway segments and six intersections will be significant. These are: 

Roadway Seaments: 

Dogwood Road: 1-8 to McCabe Road 

McCabe Road to Heber Road 

Heber Road to Jasper Road 

Jasper Road: Scaroni Road to SR-1 1 

Intersections: 

Dogwood Road/McCabe Road 

Dogwood Road/Willoughby Road 

Jasper Road/Scaroni Road 

JasperRoad/SR-lll 

Dogwood Road/Cole Road 

Exlstina Plus Total Proiect (All Phases 

With the addition of 59,285 ADT from the Total Project (All Phases) to the existing conditions no roadway 

segments or intersections will be directly impacted. However, cumulative impacts were identified that are 

discussed in Section 5.0 Cumulative Impacts of this EIR. 

4.3.4.2 Other Circulation Issues 

A. Air Traffic Patterns 

Based on the Initial Study that was prepared for the project which is provided in Appendix A of this EIR, the 

generation of air traffic is not a component of the project; therefore, no to air traffic patterns is identified. 

B. Design Feature Hazards 

No design features of the project were identified as creating a traffic hazards. Therefore, a less than 

significant impact is identified for this issue area. 
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C. Emergency Access 

The project will be designed in accordance with the City's design regulations to have adequate access for 

emergency services. Therefore, a less than significant impact is identified for this issue area. 

D. Parking 

As discussed above, the proposed project will provide parking in excess of the amount of parking required 

for the project per the City of Calexico Zoning Ordinance Chapter 13. Therefore, a less than significant 

impact is identified for this issue area. 

E. Alternative Transportation 

As discussed above, with compliance with the City of Calexico Bicycle Master Plan and implementation of 

Mitigation Measure T11 a less than significant impact to adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting 

alternative transportation is identified for the proposed project. 

F. Railroad Crossings 

Future road improvements, identified in this EIR to mitigate traffic impacts, that affect railroad crossings will 

require approval of the Public Utilities Commission. It is anticipated that this process will ensure safety is 

maintained at railroad crossings. Impacts would be less than significant. 

4.3.5 Mitigation Measures 

4.3.5. 1 Existing Plus Casino Phase Only 
The following describes the mitigation measures will need to be implemented to reduce significant 

transportation/circvlation impacts, associated with the Casino Phase developed under the existing 

conditions, to below a level of significance. 

A. Roadway Segments 

No mitigation is required as no direct impacts were identified. 

B. Intersections 

fl JasperRoad/SR-lll 

Prior to the opening for business of any portion of the Casino Phase of the proposed project, the 

project applicant shall complete construction of an additional eastbound left turn lane. 

4.3.5.2 Existing Plus Casino Phase and Phase 7 

The following describes the mitigation measures which will need to be implemented to reduce significant 

transportation/circulation impacts, associated with the Casino Phase and Phase 1 developed under the 

existing conditions, to below a level of significance. 

1 11 Calexico Place Specific Plan 4.3-80 December 2008 
Final EIR 



Chapter 4.0 - Environmental Analysis 4.3 - iransportation/Circulation 

A. Roadway Segments 

T2 Dogwood Road: 1-8 to McCabe Road 

Prior to the opening for business of any portion of Phase 1 of the proposed project (assuming 

Casino Plaza buildout is complete), the project applicant shall complete construction of a four 

lane major roadway and all related roadway and infrastructure improvements in accordance with 

the specifications of the County of Imperial. 

T3 Dogwood Road: McCabe to Heber Road 

Prior to the opening for business of any portion of Phase 1 of the proposed project(assuming Casino 

Plaza buildout is complete), the project applicant shall complete construction of a four lane major 

roadway and all related roadway and infrastructure improvements in accordance with the 

specifications of the County of Imperial. 

T4 Dogwood Road: Heber to Jasper Road 

Prior to the opening for business of any portion of Phase 1 of the proposed project(assuming Casino 

Plaza buildout is complete), the project applicant shall complete construction of a four lane major 

roadway and all related roadway and infrastructure improvements in accordance with the 

specifications of the County of imperial. 

15 a. Jasper Road: Scaroni Road to SR-111 

Prior to the opening for business of any portion of Phase 1 of the proposed project(assuming 

Casino Plaza buildout is complete), the project applicant shall complete construction of a four 

lane major roadway and all related roadway and infrastructure improvements in accordance 

with the specifications of the City of Calexico. 

b. JasDer Road: SR-111 to Bowker Road and one-half mile east of Bowker Road 

Payment of fairshare contributions as identified in Table 5-17 in segments. 

B. Intersections 

Tb Dogwood/McCabe (North/South) 

Prior to the opening for business of any portion of Phase i, the project applicant shall realign 

McCabe Road at Dogwood Road and install an additional traffic signal. 

T7 Dogwood Road/Willoughby 

Prior to the opening for business of any portion of Phase i, the project applicant shall complete 

installation of an additional traffic signal, realign onto the Jasper Road realignment, and add a 

southbound left turn lane. 
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T8 JasperRoad/ScaroniRoad 

Prior to the opening for business of any portion of Phase 1, the project applicant shall complete 

installation of an additional traffic signal and westbound leftlnorthbound right lane. This 

intersection shall be realigned with development of the proposed project. 

T9 JasperRoad/SR-lll 

Prior to the opening for business of any portion of Phase 1, the project applicant shall complete 

installation of additionaltraffic lanes, including east/west through lanes, left turn lanes, a 

northbound left turn lane, and southbound right turn lane. 

T10 Dogwood Road/Cole Road 

Prior to the opening of any portion of Phase i, the project applicant shall complete installation of 

an additional traffic signal. 

T11 iransportation Demand Management 

In addition to the measures described above, 90 days prior to occupancy of any phased 

development of the project, the Applicant shall prepare and submit a Transportation Demand 

Management Plan for review and approval by the City of Calexico. The plan, at the minimum shall 

include and describe the following: how transit services will be provided to the project site; plans 

for private shuttle/bus service to and from the casino; measures to reduce employee trips to the 

site such as employee ride sharing programs and transit ridership incentives: and, detail how the 

applicant supports bicycle access to/from the project site. 

4.3.6 Conclusion 

She proposed project will result in transportation/circvlation impacts associated with roadway segments 

and intersections. Implementation of Mitigation Measures T1 through T10 will reduce these impacts to a 

level less than significant. Tables 4.3-18 though 4.3-20 summarize the conditions of impacted roadway 

segments and intersections after Mitigation Measures T1 though T10 are implemented. Implementation of 

Mitigation Measure T11 would ensure that the proposed project would promote alternate transportation, 

which would ultimately help to reduce traffic and the associated air quality impacts of the project. In 

addition Figures 4.3-24 and 4.3-25 depict the Existing Plus Casino Phase and Phase 1 Intersections with 

Mitigation for the north study area and south study area, respectively. 

TABLE 4.3-18 

Existing Plus Casino Phase Mitigated Intersection Operation 

Road/SR-l 1 1 Construct Eastbound Left Turn Lane 14.9 8 31.2 C 

Note: Delay is measured in seconds per vehicle; LOS=level of service: Delay and LOS calculated using SYNCHRO (with HCS valve). 
source. Darnell& Associates. 2008. 
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TABLE 4.3-19 

Existing Plus Project (Casino Phase + Phase i) 
Mitigated Roadway Segment LOS 

Dogwood: 1-8 to McCabe Construct 4-Lane Major 25,000 15,485 0.619 8 

Dogwood: McCabe to SR-86 Construct 6Lane Major 25,000 16,672 0.667 8 

Dogwood: SR-86 to Jasper Construct 4-Lane Major 25,000 16,071 0.643 B 

Roadway 

Jasper: Scaroni to SR;1 1 1 Construct 4-Lane Major 25,000 17.879 0.715 C 
Roadw 

Note: LOS=level of service; ADT=Average daily traffic; V/C=volume to capacity ratio: Maximum LOS E Capacity per County of 
Impen'al/City of Colexico. 

Source. DarnellB Associates. 2008. 

IABLE 4.3-20 

Existing Plus Casino Phase and Phase 1 
Mitigated Intersection Operation 

Dogwood/McCabe Align intersections and construct 4.8 A 7.4 A 
South 

Dogwood/Willoughby Construct Signal and Southbound 13.7 B 1 1.5 8 
Left Turn Lane 

Jasper/Scaroni Construct Signal and Westbound 29.4 C 18.7 B 

Left/Northbound t Turn Lane 

/Cole Construct si 4.7 A 9 A 

Jasper/SR-l 11 Construct Eastbound left, 24.4 C 34 C 

Eastbound Through, Eastbound 

Right, Westbound Left, Westbound 

Through, Northbound Left, and 
Southbound 

Notes: Delay is measured in seconds per vehicle; LOS=level of service; Delay and LOS calculated using SYNCHRO (with HCS value). 

Source: Darnell 8, Associates. 2008. 
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